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s 1s 1o advise you that. on duly 25 2003, Mamstream Marketng Services. Ine - I'MG
Markeung. Ine . and the Amencan | eleservices Association (collectively, “Petttioners™). (iled o
Penion tor Review in the LS Court ot Appeals for the Fenth Cireuit, pursuant to 47 US C 3
402(a). of the Toltowing order Rules and Regularions Implementing the Telephone Conviune
Proteciion dct of 1991, CG Docket No (02-278. Report and Order, IFCC 03-153 (rel Tuly 3.
20051 Pettioners tesubmitted its Petition for Review to the Court on August 4. 2003, 10 ensure
iwas ety -tiled under the refeyant statutory provisions.

[n the order on review, the Commussion 1evesed its rules under the Telephone Consumer
Protection Act relating (0 unwanted telephone solicitations  The new rules, among other things.
ostublish a nattonal “do-not-call™ registry, address the use of predictive dralers by telemarketers.
and require welemarketers to transmit caller identification mformation, when possible The
crounds on which Petitioners seek rehef are that the order on1eview and the revised rules (1)
violate the First and Fifth Amendments to the United States Constitution, and (2} are arbiteany.
caprictous, and not i accordance with taw under the Administrative Procedure Act. 5 U S O 8
706021 \)

[he Court has doeheted this case as No 03-9571 The attorneys assigned to handie the hitigation
ot this case are Lisa b Bochley and Susan L. Launcr



